APPLICATION NUMBER 



UNITED STk t £S DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Patent and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
Washington. D.C. 20231 



FIRST NAMED APPLICANT 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

All participants (applicant, applicant representatwe, PTO personnel): v 

(2)^ 



- < 3 >_ 



Date of Intervi ew ^-^V ^ 
Type: CTTetephc 



Telephonic □ Personal (copy is given to □ applicant Da^iicanrs representative). 
Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: Dybs Qfjo^lTyes, brief description : 



Agreement □ was reached. LJwSs not reached. 
Claim(s) discussed: ?tPVJ$'VG/ / lUo <po LgQ 



Identification of prior aft discussed: JfcSSOftf^ 



Description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was reached, or any other comments - - 



1. 0Tt is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview 

2 - ^-a^^S^ each of the objections, 

is considered to fulfill the response reaulremlnte of he £ nS™ *S a f he C ' a,ms are now allow able, this completed form 
the interview unless box 1 atove !fe ato chTcked ^ PP ' ,Cant ' S n0 ' r6 ' ieVed ,ram providin 9 a separate record of 

Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an attachment to another form. ^^PQa »MJ^^V_ 

FORM PTOL-413 (REV.1-96) 



Manu ai of Patent Examining Procedure, Section 71 3.04 Substance of Interview must Be Made of Record 

nt as to the substance of aoyjace-to-face or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in inn 
m agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. r , r" p . ^ - , " 

. .." §1.133 Interviews ■ .-. 

hiJSL!? « inS '. anC 1 wher « reco | lsiderali i on is requested in view of an interview with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the 
1 Ut\!u£ (35 USC 132) apJrtcaiiL An interview does not remove the necessity for response to Office action aiwSTn §§ 

» n JJ f ~ B ?K r ? 8S .. , ° *** ,ransacfed in writing. All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of 
SttSS^ a H? r °.t yS ^r a9 ^ 8 a ' ,h8 , Pa,en * «" d Trademark Office is unnecessary. The-ac.ion of the Paten, and Trademark OTce.«SnDeta»ediSS^S- 
SSJK - ° ffiCe - N ° at1eml0n Wl " be Pa ' d 10 a " y alle " d ° ral pr0mi8e ' s "P ula «on. w understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or 

10 iJ^TrSi^ * M eXC,Usively 00 the written record in ,ne ° ffice >' «* rec ^ * itself incomplete through the failure 

h„ „f c^VmT' " Sl u'i^.K ,he aR ?J ic 1 0, ; o -i" •!» a «° m8y ° r agent IO make 8ubslance 01 an interview of record in the application file, unless the examiner indicates 
StenteWliS examiner's responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies which bear directly on the question of 



Examiners must complete a two-sheet carbon interleaf Interview Summary Form for each interview held after January 1 1978 where a matter of substance ha<; 
^^^^m a S h0 in, t^ eW , by ° hecW , n ?, ,he a PP™Priate boxes and filling in the blanks in neat handwritten fprnvusing a ball point pen. Discussions regarding 
only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section812 ! 01 of the Manual of Patent 
Examrmng Procedure, or pointing out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from, the intervje^^roaijwf procedures 



™, ?hJ S " h ^ ? S ^ ' b8 f Ve " a W'°P"l le P fl P er number - Pl aced in »» right hand portion' oW&fiferaftr. nstfd onWCorfl&ti? list on the file 
m fh?!^ 8 d ff and senal register cards need not be updated to reflect interviews/ln a personal Interview, the duplicate copy of the Form is removed and given 
to the applicant or attorney or agent) at the conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephonic interview, the cto'pyfis mailedjto the-applicant's correspondence 
address either with or prior to the next official communication, tf addrtional correspondence from the examiner is not lil&$>efore an^llowSce PSLTcircumstancef 
dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly after the telephonic interview'rathec than with the next official communication. - 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: " '.'**'* " " ' ' 

-SeriaJ Number of the application . .... ""r>,. . ,. 

-Name of applicant • ., .-,.-.-.,;rr-' ! i K * n 

-Name of examiner 

— Date of interview - - • - . : _■ 

-Type of interview (personal or telephonic) 

-Name of participants)) (applicant, attorney or agent, etc.) . L ... , 

-An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted "'V : v .o :, . . s -i ■.-■-*:■>;,■ ■'.••=■ -• 

-An identification of the claims discussed ; ■ •• 

..t: An. identification of the specific prior art discussed «. . v '- r: "' v ' ' J 1 '* \ v"' ■' V .V*; - 

-An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of. the. agreement (may be by attachment of a copy 

- wS" 1 - ° f ° ' mS ° 9 83 be '" 9 a,lowable) - (Agreements as to allowability arejejlit^aftj do?fe-restrict further action by the. examiner to the . 

-The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview 

-Names of other Patent and Trademark Office personnel present.- 

The Form also contains a statement reminding the applicant of his responsibility to record the substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following appljeatJIe items;> , . ^ ^ . ^ 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted - V V ' * " * "'" ^ - "V' ^' 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of specific prior art discussed, , ■ . •- - i 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the Interview Summarv 
Form completed by the examiner, ' . . * 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner. The identification of arguments need not be lentfhVor 
elaborata. A verbatim or highly detailed description of; the. arguments is not required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature- 
or thrust of the principal arguments made to the examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to 

: emphasize and fulty describe those arguments which he feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner, . 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and ... ' r 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Stimmary Form completed by the.examiner. 



aEl™" 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

«* a %™TlZTr£Z$ iff^L 00 ^ p,a ^at.the intervie^hould be carefully checked to determine the accuracy of any argument or statemenl attributed to the 
examiner du«ng4he4rteryie^4Hhere^s an macWracy andSt bears directly on the quesUon of patentability, it should be pointed out in the next Office letter If the 
claims are aHowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth his or her version of the statement attributed to him. If the record is 
the ^examine* Mm?' e * amner shou,d place ,he indicatfo n 'Interview record OK" on the paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and 

•U.S. GPO: 1997^22-310*0005 



